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| am opposed to Veolia’s WTE incinerator for the following reasons:

1.

10.

11.

12.

Veolia’s incinerator will emit toxic air pollution 24 hours a day, 365 days a year for 25 years. This pollution will
include acid gases, toxic heavy metal particulates (mercury, lead cadmium) and persistent organic particulates
(dioxins, furans, PCBs, PFAS).

It will be seriously detrimental to our community’s health. Incinerator toxins can cause cancer, miscarriage, infant
deaths, developmental delays, reproductive issues, heart disease and respiratory impairment. This incinerator will
impact the health of our children, grandchildren and their grandchildren through the accumulation of forever
chemicals in the surrounding environment.

It is a very windy area. By day the wind blows from the north-west, by evening from the east, and cold changes
from the south. Strong winds are common, providing the capacity for these toxins to easily spread far across the
region from Canberra to Goulburn, Braidwood, Bungendore, Murrumbateman, Gunning, Marulan, Yass and beyond.

The toxic incinerator will be situated in a prime agricultural area - an area of rich agricultural diversity.

Goulburn and surrounding areas have long been producing much of the finest wool available. The district is now a
huge Canola growing area. There is also a mix of large and many small farms producing high quality goods.

These include: Best quality Beef and Lamb, Fodder crops, many Cool climate wineries, Olive producers, Chicken and
turkey farms, Organic eggs, Honey, Organic Pork, Deer, Meat Goats, Truffles, Saffron, Garlic. As well, there are
many small farms growing organic produce, and large home orchards.

The future of our area as a prime agricultural region would be at high risk of being ruined.
Toxic fallout would spell disaster for organic farmers.

Property values for all would be badly affected.
It is also an area rich in wildlife and native plants, some of which are now endangered. They drink from our dams.

There will be toxins in our drinking water, as the majority of residents rely on rain water from their roof for
drinking and household use. Much of this area is actually within the Sydney Water catchment.

WTE is an extremely inefficient method of producing power, producing a tiny fraction of the power for equivalent
emissions as a coal-fired power station. WTE is more climate polluting per unit of energy than coal, oil and gas.

The incinerator will create more than 2 million tonnes of toxic waste ash, classified as hazardous waste by the EPA.
It will all be dumped on site, risking further contaminating soil and groundwater as well as the Sydney Water
catchment. The fly ash will remain toxic for generations.

Veolia has shown a lack of concern for the Goulburn Mulwaree community, having misled the community about
previous developments. It is unable to manage the stench and emissions from its current operations, which has
been detected many kms away. EPA fines and interventions have failed to improve odour and emissions for Tarago
and surrounding residents and EPA oversight of a WTE incinerator is likely to be just as ineffective.

Veolia’s poor track record of polluting local groundwaters (recognised by EPA prevention notice in October 2022)
proves they cannot be trusted to safely manage such toxic outputs. In August 2025 Veolia was ordered by the EPA
(following testing in April 2025) to undertake detailed investigations and remedial actions after pollutants were
again detected, in nearby waterways. EPA monitoring in April detected the pollutants in local creeks, and the
Mulwaree River downstream of Veolia's Woodlawn Eco-Precinct, which receives Sydney's waste, and the
Woodlawn Mine. Testing was undertaken at nine locations within and outside the eco-precinct and at the mine.
(extract from Goulburn Post, full story below)

The incinerator will increase the amount of garbage arriving in Tarago, making the already bad odour worse, and
increase the dangerous number of trucks on Tarago's narrow and poorly maintained roads.

In view of Veolia’s very poor track record, most residents have very little faith in any of Veolia’s claims regarding the
safety of a WTE incinerator. If it really is so safe why was it not allowed in Sydney.

And do not forget that the produce of this area is consumed in Sydney as well as overseas.

Australia has a hard-won reputation for clean, green produce. Is it really worth the risk?



Goulburn Post 28/8/25 - “EPA detects pollutants in
waterways in and around Woodlawn site

The operator of a large waste facility near Tarago has
been ordered to undertake detailed investigations and
remedial actions after pollutants were detected in
nearby waterways.

EPA monitoring in April detected the pollutants in
Allianoyonyiga Creek, Crisps Creek, and the Mulwaree
River downstream of Veolia's Woodlawn Eco-Precinct,
which receives Sydney's waste, and the Woodlawn
Mine. Testing was undertaken at nine locations within
and outside the eco-precinct and at the mine.

“Both Allianoyonyiga Creek and Crisps Creek show signs
of elevated pollutants, with water typically poorest at
the sites closest to the Woodlawn site and improving
with distance downstream," the report stated "Sampling
sites closest to the Woodlawn site (defined as including
the former mine) had some of the highest
concentrations of salinity, nutrients, total dissolved
solids and total positive PFAS."

Crisps Creek runs beside Veolia's intermodal on
Bungendore Road and is located south and east of the
Eco-Precinct and mine. It ultimately joins the Mulwaree
River.

While PFAS wasn't detected in the Mulwaree River,
some of the highest concentrations of the above
pollutants were registered at Allianoyonyiga Creek and
Crisps Creek, "immediately adjacent to the Woodlawn
site.”

The EPA acknowledged that samples were taken from
these two creeks during low flow, and they were "likely
not representative of typical values" when waterways
were flowing.

Veolia says there's no conclusive evidence its eco-
precinct is polluting waterways.

A spokesperson stressed that the company took over the
old Woodlawn mine site's remediation after its owners
became insolvent in about 2004. Veolia then established
its landfill and associated operations.

"Without this intervention, acid rock wash, metals, salts,
and minerals would have been freely liberated into the
waterways for 20 years. There continues to be an active
mine on the site today," the spokesperson said.

"Based on the site's history and the mining activity, it is
not possible to attribute the origin of these pollutants to
the activities of Woodlawn Eco-Precinct, especially in an
area that has seen high levels of industrial activity,
including historical discharges of mine water."

However, it is working with the EPA to undertake further
tests and monitoring.

Nevertheless, the results have angered some community
members who criticised the EPA's notification of the test
results.

Tarago resident Paige Davis said only people who had
complained about Veolia's operations and some
community organisations were advised.

"There was no public statement ... so unless you were
previously proactive, they're not telling you anything,"
she said.

"I can't help but feel the EPA is holding back information
that should be public, and | find that disturbing.

"... It's all very well to tell people not to drink the water,
but plenty of farmers have watercourses running
through their properties that come from Crisps Creek
and run all the way to Goulburn."

Ms Davis noted that the EPA had ordered Veolia to
undertake follow-up and remedial actions, not the
Woodlawn Mine's operator, Develop.

She said she was "disappointed but not surprised" by
the latest notice to Veolia.

An EPA spokesperson said it published the report on its
website, "notified all registered stakeholders,
community organisations, and councils" of the water
testing results.

"The EPA will also shortly commence its own bore water
sampling program of privately-owned bores near the
Woodlawn Eco Precinct to test for general water
quality, nutrients, alkalinity, metals, pesticides, and
PFAS."

The results

The environmental watchdog's report stated that
elevated salinity, nutrients and metals in the two creeks
"exceeded several livestock drinking water and/or long-
term irrigation guideline values." This in turn could
affect "livestock health, water palatability, or suitability
of water for irrigation of sensitive crops."





